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Application/Control Number: 10/587,750 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3636 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims as a whole contain numerous instances of confusing and unclear 
language, including grammatical errors and awkward phraseology, and should be 
carefully reviewed. For example, in claim 1, the term "almost plate-like" is vague 
and unclear, as is "fitted by a portion that is different from the supporting surface", 
"at least one motion out of a first motion", "turned around an axis that extends in a 
direction to pass through the supporting surface...", "a fallen position", and "in 
which the ...surface directed just upward is allowed". Such are all instances of 
unclear, confusing and awkward language. The remainder of the claim include 
similar confusing language. 

In claim 5, the "leg column" has not been sufficiently defined and 
interconnected relative to the other elements. The same applies to the 
"intermediate supporting member" in claim 6. 

The term "bottle gourd shape" is not a term commonly utilized in the art and 
should be changed to a more structural description. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
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matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-3,7 and 8, so far as definite, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Fernald and Freedman. 

Fernald (fig. 2) teaches the use of a backrest that is rotatable about an axis 
that extends front-to-back of the back support, while Freedman (figs. 1,3) teaches 
the use of a backrest that can rotate about a horizontal axis, allowing the use of the 
backrest in secondary flat position. In view of these disclosures, to have either 
modified Fernald in view of Freedman, by providing an additional movement about 
a horizontal axis, to allow an additional use of the backrest as an article support, or 
alternatively, to have modified Freedman in view of Fernald by allowing the 
backrest to rotate additionally about a front-to-back axis, wherein the back support 
may be rotated to allow for a different orientation thereof, would have been obvious 
to one with ordinary skill in the art. 

The shape of the back support is considered to be a matter of design choice. 

Claims 4-6,9 and 10, so far as definite, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Fernald and Freedman as applied to the claims above, and 
further in view of Case. 

The conventionality of forming seat supports to swivel is shown to be old and 
well known in the art by Case, and in view of this suggestion, to have formed the 
seats of Fernald and Freedman to swivel would have been well within the level of 
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skill in the art, thereby allowing the occupant to turn to different positions. The 
shape of the back support is considered to be a matter of design choice. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Jennings, Rogers, Williams et al, Anderson, Hoffmann, Ramond, Larson, and 
Xiromeritis et al show various features of the invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Peter R. Brown whose telephone number is 571- 

272-6853. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 

proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 

/Peter R. Brown/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 

3636 

prb 



